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Workshop Comments  
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Observations and Questions 

•  Why does energy demand grow faster than peak 
demand in the draft forecast? 

•  How much total energy efficiency is being assumed 
in the draft projections? 

•  Committed 

•  Uncommitted 

•  Why is the peak/energy ratio on EE savings so 
high? 

•  What is the 95% confidence interval around these 
expected values for the forecasts? 
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 “Retail” Peak and Energy Forecasts – PG&E vs. CEC Preliminary 

Please Note: PG&E forecasts are fully mitigated for committed and uncommitted 
EE. For comparison purposes, PG&E has estimated CEC’s fully mitigated 
forecast based on its forecast and uncommitted EE for PG&E Planning Area. It 
needs to be confirmed with CEC. 
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Historical and Forecast Growth Rates for 
Peak and Energy 

•  On average, over the past 
20 years, peak growth has 
exceeded energy growth by 
about 0.4%.  

•  Current PG&E forecast                                                                              
maintains this trend, with 
0.7% energy growth and 0.9% 
peak growth (2011-2022) 

•  CEC staff forecast shows 
higher energy growth (1.3%) 
than peak (1.2%) 

 Question: Considering the 
historical trend, is the CEC 
forecast reasonable in 
suggesting  that energy 
growth exceeds peak growth 
by about 0.1%? 
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Mitigating Assumption Comparisons* 

Including Uncommitted Energy Efficiency.  

*IEPR Assumptions are for PG&E Planning Area. 

Notable Differences: 

PG&E does not include any impacts for Big Bold EE. (616 MW, 1049 GWh, 2022) 

PG&E includes a larger impact for climate change. (399 MW, 2022) 
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PG&E Forecasts Input Assumptions 

  Energy Efficiency: 

•  2000-2009: PG&E filed savings reports with CPUC, Energy Efficiency 
Groupware Application (EEGA) 

•  2010-2012: EEGA, Sep 2010 filing 

•  2013-2020: CEC savings estimates in the incremental Impacts of 
Energy Efficiency Report, excluding BBEES and savings decay make-
up values  

•  2021-2022: Estimates based on an average of the uncommitted 
program savings for each category. 

•  (BBEES impact in 2022 – 616MW, 1049 GWh)  

  Distributed Generation: 
•  PV (CSI) – 2009 IEPR 

•  CHP – 2011 LTPP Scoping Memo with modest modification 

  Electric Vehicle: 2009 IEPR 
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Incremental Committed EE in Mid-Case (2010-2022) 

Incremental Committed C&S  = 7,556 GWh /1,784 MW 

Incremental Committed Prog &Price = 3,797 GWh  / 737 MW 
Total Incremental Committed =  11,354 GWh / 2,521 MW 
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Incremental Uncommitted EE in Mid-Case (2013-2022) 

Incremental Uncommitted = 5,225 GWh /1,831 MW 
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Total Incremental EE in Mid-Case (2010-2022) 

Incremental Uncommitted = 5,225 GWh /1,831 MW 

Incremental Committed = 11,354 GWh / 2,521 MW 

Incremental Total = 16,579 GWh / 4,352 MW 

Annual Average Incremental EE Mid-Case = 1,381 GWh / 363 MW 

Annual Average of Adopted Goals (2010-2020) = 870 GWh / 248 MW 

Annual Average of 2006-2008 EM&V = 840 GWh / 140 MW 

Question: 

Is it reasonable to expect annual average peak EE reductions of 363 MW per 
year for the next 12-years in light of the goals study and the recent EM&V 
studies? 

Is it reasonable for the peak/energy ratio to increase by 50% from the 
committed period (2,521/11,354 = .26) to the uncommitted period (1,831/5,225 
= .35) and 100% from the 2006-2008 EM&V results (140/840 = .17)? 
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Impacts of Climate Change 

This is a good start on incorporating climate change into the energy 
demand forecasts. 

PG&E believes the temperature statistic used here (Max 631) will 
systematically underestimate the impact of climate change because it 
does not directly include the minimum daily temperature in the 
calculation.  PG&E suggests using CDD or a temperature statistic that 
directly incorporates minimum temperature. 


